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met, 12/24/73 

** ^•artin Luther King interest haa never been as high. This situation aeons to 
bw changing fast. The real reason is not apparent. The ?HX say be afraid of what the 
Shurch coat'd t tee can stumble upon bgrt they knot' damned well that 2 have a case in court 
in which 1 linve already obtained enough for the filing of crl'-iinal charges and civil 
actions of 1 ant as tic proportions. I'q not sayiu.; they'll prosecute themselves and don't 
believe it will happen. I'm aerely tilling you what A have already and ue haven't 
been before the judge yet. I also have proof of what they are suppressing c all ed for in 
•Uie request and the complaint. With any attention, the unpredictable, it can blov; the 
whole thing apart. Sight now with the success we've had the the “epublioan judges in the 
6th circuit and 3 thorough appeal on file there the F3I situation Is tougher. 

Briefly, shat 1 have to date includes the j'BI'b own lab work proving all the 
allegations againat Ray fron then to have been knowingly and totally false. 

2 had a nice arrangement with an honest reporter on the Timas but as aoonst as 
he got cleared the fink national desk took over, is meking a Mg production of it and I 
suspec k w~l. result in a sorias of stories thsfit cun range from the nasty to the sycophantic • 
Xf x an Mjjht this is omo of the t ingc thnt will raise slashing first— amendment 
rights, with straight commercial oonaide rations, whoso prior work and who is <iri ff°yf r 'r in 
improper or illegal commercial activitics/conpetiticn/ restraints. 

. CB3 is doing the sane thing, as now scheduled i/2/76. In will be their dupli- 
cation of ay copyrighted work, pretendodly t xir investigation and coring mostly from the 
court proceeding;, which ure from thin copyrighted work and the work X did subsequently. 

They hive oven followed behind ma in snaking FOIA requests. (Freedom of Information law) 
I made clear to the® that 2 would not in any way give away any rights 2 have. It 
is on an agreed-to tape of which they have returned the aagy tapes to no. 2 have then 
in the rj4vslope in which they wore returned. 

however, 2 suspect thoy 11 he® and haw mind agonise and a^reo with the govancseirt 
in the and. ny point is that 2 think there will be sene interesting legal possibilities 
that if real and thorn la willing, industrious counsel could aii-an lota of 353. 

There is a no vis in what I've dons, regardless of what happens. Kero if wo ijet 
Say off. At least one, as of my last knowledge, was being stolen. I oaa't do anything 

about it. And Peter Shepherd reprenents Anson, the ripeff artist, “a alaced the book 

*. * 

Hith ^autan* I ;.cave ^antas pr*s-publ±e& tt on What I can do X don't knofiw but scholars 

ar^ spotting T^hat I f ve &zpe£t@d and soae of the ways of to circumvent it are pretty 

aniateurishe When I^ime 1*11 read the book. I've aosn enough to be confident* about 
fact, not doing anything* 

But to the degree anything like this can ho, #11 the original Sing/Uay work is ^dne* 
What is not copyrighted is icy work product* Any thoughts? Gest* 
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